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RbV\RKS 

'This Applimiipn has beers, carefully reviewed in light of the Office Actipm mailed or 
\ttgmi. 25, 2006 (the '"Office Actios-*). Claims 1-30 are pending in the application and st&ni. 
•ejected. Applicants respectfully recptesi reconsideration aad favorable action hi this case, 



Jj/oi/Jgjm^ 

The Office Action rejects the claims under 35 U.S.C, §103(a); 

* Claims )~5, ACf 18, md 20 as being unpatentable over VS. Patent Application 
Publication Ko, 2002/003258:2 to fAeney, Jr. et al f Aeenehh in view of U.S. Patoit 
No, 6,3493950 to: Bass et all C'fMss''} in further view of OS. Patent Application 
Ihihheaiioa 2002/016063? to Akers ("Abets"}:* 

* Claims 10-2:0, 22-23, and! 27-28 as being unpatentable over Fe&n&y in view of U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0093:321 to Boduser et ah CMvdmef*} in 
further view of Patent Application Publication No, 2003/0093 302 to Rem; et ah 
2 22 -\ A - ,aid so; nether vkv. ef Pew; 

* Claims h and 12 as being unpatentable over Feeney in view of Am? in view af.Akers, 
as applied to Claims I md 13, and in further view of U.S. Patens. Application 
Publication No, 2002/0052760 to Muaox at ah ("Mimoz"*}; 

* Clarro 7 as being unpatentable o ver A ee&gy in view et Bass m view of Akers ami in 
ftnther view of PDXine.com:; 

* Claire 21 as being unpatentable over Feeney in view of iSha/asar, Akers and ./Ana, as 
applied to Claim 20, md in further view of U.S. Patent No, 0,049,717 to Takahashl at 
al, < '72/:<A</\/;/'7; arid 

* Claims 24 and 30 as being imps rentable over Feeney in view of .Ak&m and in further 
view of U.S. Patent Application Publication "No, 2002/0038258 to Bergman 
pAerewneA 

Applicants submit that Feeney even in view of the other cded art - fails to teach various 
aspects of the present claims as amended. Particularly, the present Office Action admits thai 
earlier cited references haw deficiencies { sad attempts to overeoioe such deficiencies with the 
addihon of Aksrs.. Applicants respeoi/fliffy submit that Akers Mis to account tor those 
deficiencies in contrast ar the Office .Action's assertions. Accordingly, Applicants maintain that 
the claims are allowable over the eited art even hi view of Akers. 



rh«.- eartser silod references, Applicants reassert their eadi«r a'sversals and sorsukusus- 
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For uxampkc Akzrs fails to support the; Qffkxj Action's current assertion thai Aktirs 
teaches "a centra! fdl inventory which is remote from the first, pharmacy prescription, processing 
subsystem and dispensing a plurality of drugs from the ceritral fill inventory via one or more 
shipments," Present erihee Action, page 4, Specifically, the present Office Action relies on the 
Aernnte location" imtn paragraph 95 Bf Akers to reject "each: prescription request in the queue 
eligible to be filled by a central fill inventory remote from the first pharmacy prescription 
processing suh.syst.etri" as recited in example Claim .1. her ease of reietenee, that paragraph is 
reproduced m its eMirety below; 

At 816, it 'm determined whether the patient has received, this prescription before 
If toe patient is receiving the prescription lor the first time, the method proceeds 
to 818 where remote counseling data is stored. The remote counseling data can 
ineludn audiovisual data gee crated at a central, site and at a remote she, whore the 
patient is given advice on hew and when to take the medicine end any questions 
that the patient has may be answered. The remote counseling data is stored in a 
manner thai allows the data to be readily audited by legal aatheribes in order to 
verify that any legal requirements for dispensing phartnaceuticaia are being 
followed. The method then proceeds in 820 where inventory count data is 
updated. The inventory count data can be used, to track the number or remaining 
packages of phatmaeeotieais at the remote taeiition, the expiration dates « it the 
packages, the rate of um of the packages, and other statable date so that additional 
packages enn be prepared and shipped as needed. 

AAeww 1 0095, Applicants respectfully assert that the Office Action fbiis to read this cited 
portion pf .Trims within the context of trie rest of FIGURE 8 ofAk&rs. 

Put simply, the Office Action asserts that riceeri remote location can act as the central 
Inventory (remote fros« trie reqiiesting pharmacy prescription processing subsystem) that 
dispenses **a plurality of drugs torn the central fid inventory via one or mere shipments, the 
dispensed plurality of drags associated with the plurality of fiberi prescription requests" as 
recited in Claim 1. Bui in direct contrast, Ahm teaches that its remote location i$ the 
pharmacy. More spceitieally, Akers. discloses that the asserted remote location is a 
ieiepharmaey that mepiygs pre-packaged medicines .for use in pharmacy services. For example, 
AMs (at FIOURB 8 and method 8(10) teaches that the preacri.pt ions are pre-packaged bun 
dosages at step 1102, which are then transferred to die remote location at step 800 lor subsequent 
dispensing. While they may he sent to the remote location beeaane of love inventory, the pre- 
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packaged .medidn.es- «>dM<? : predetermined dosages and. are only later .matched up to a pahenf s 
prescription request.. Such disclosures ran counter to the Office Action's assertions: 

* The Office Action first asserts that "it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill 
in the art to have oiedibed the combined, teachings of Peeney in view of Bass with the 
aforementioned teachings fmm Alters, [paragraph 95] with the tueabvaiion of having an 
enhanced means of storing phanmeeutieaLs as they are ordered (as they are needed); as 
recited in Akers (Section [Q095]). w Presmi Office .Action, page 4. At this point, there is 
no oiendoo by the Office Action of "shipping* front th6 remote location. 

* Pages later,: the Office Action attempts to explain this assertion: ''Note; The Examiner 
takes the position that the 'remote location' in Akers is run by a wholesaler who 
operates or manages the warehouse where the pharmaceuticals are stored." * id. at. pg. 8 
(emphasis added). But this position isvm^ed^OTmJtH-O dferf test. Nainciy, A ken" 
reroute location, acts as the pharmacy or some other location, providing telephannncy 
services; *Tbe remote site can he a facility thai does not have a licensed practitioner 
onaite bin. which has personnel that have been trained to operate teiepharmacy equvproent 
or other suitable equipment.'" Akem 1 0092. Clearly, if the remote location in Afatrs is 
the telepharniaoy, it is not '"a central .fill inventory which is remote item the first 
pharmacy prescription: processing subsystem" as recited in Claim 1 .. 

* In an effort to bather clarify this rejection, the Office Action then adds another note: 
"Note; Akers does not. explicitly state that the pharmaceutical packages are shipped from 
the remote inventory site to the pharmacy or provider however [Ac] this is a Imsbmss 
praeticc well kno wn in the pharmaceutical and health, care industry and at the time of the 
invention it weak! have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to have modified 
the combined system of Feeney m view of Bass and Akers with: the aforementioned 
business practice with the moti vation of pro viding a means so that a. pharmacy (provider) 
could provide a patient with, cxmnseiing define the patient received their medication in 
ease the remote counseling data taught in Aken was no:, available." /a. at pg 8 A. As 
shown above, the Office Action is eorrect that Akers "does not explicitly state that the 
pharmaceutical packages are shipped from the remote inventory site to the pharmacy 5 ' 
because AAoev states that the remote location klhtiigpharmaajy. 
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* Yet on. the next page, the Office Action states that li would have teen "obvious" to 
combine Feeney-Bass with Akers with the motivation of "having mi erdiansed means of 
storiog phioriTiaeeotieals arid packaging mid shipping diem f& ■ the- pharmacies as ihey are 
ordered (as (key are needed) m reviled in Alters (Section [0095])-" /if- at pg< 10 
(emphasis added), in contrast to this new poaUioa, the Office Action aeO'd.tted th&t-.Ahei& 
does act recite such shipments hist pages before; this asserted motivation has no support 
the referenced 

Accordingly, the remote location in Akers can not berths asserted central til! inventory because it 
is the pharmacy end there is no indication that She pre-psekager of the medicines processes 
prescription requests. In short, the Office Action admits, that FMmy ami Bass fad to show a 
oeetrai -fill kwentery that is remote from the pharmacy and dispenses dregs vis. shipments aad. 
there is no -teaching- suggestion, or disclosure in A'kets of any such, central hit inventory 
"receiving the converted queue of prescription .requests with the transmission format 
converting the queue of prescription requests frotn the transmission fonnat to a processing 
format' ,.. filling a. plurality of prescription requests in the queue of prescription requests from 
the central ill! inventory ... and dispensing a plurality of drugs from the central fill inventory via 
one or mere shipments, the dispensed plurality of drugs associated with the pknahty of filled 
prescription, requests** as recited in example Claim 1 . 

Per -<d least these reasons. Applicant submits- that Pceaea fails to leach, suggest, or 
disclose - indeed seems to teach against ■- certain aspects of the present claims. The other art 
cited In the resections, sued, as Akers, fail to account for the desicieneies of £ coney, Aceordragiy, 
A pplicsnt Tcqncsi.s reeonsideradon and aliowanec of Clai ms 1-30. 

2 Mower, prinsary refermee Fzetiey, and the &e* tafemw. Akers, are direcied at dirSaea? 

« v ^ a»d provide no suggestion < other i n .i i r a combine t < ,> k! the Office us meosrexs 
i!«scrs s.oii, /CrseCs professed *i»v«is& Is gea^ratiy dhecua* a> seisms and methods for medical pexkaa 
eOpersPsreaad i»i&grsi»£d iafcmaartssn disksb'uikm and tmsiijess -raaHagcmsEkt prnd) tektes to « msttot -sysfczm ior 
it«egrasSisi?; dale manSgemtmJ with the piccrcaot coraadlably dispensing proaseis issludieg atsdicauonsd {Pem(ty< 
ff 25) and Ptws evevan to cove; "a system and method for eSemmme medical fife msa»g<mx;Rt saste provided that 
overcame Poems poAtesas wan smosgdsg. eicvaonis medtea] dies fagd, in p-imkidai p a system and- tnethoe tar 
sleetronie ojedPad <6fe management are disclosed thai provide for eleeiroak. medical fde i:r:i<;g0ty ;avd caserne too sa 
as to prevent dseironk; medical fiks irons being mkfded or iatnpered vdth" fK>-7)> Even if ute two 

references do jnehids wnsno suggssdoo or motivation to eorabmcp Feettey spec-sSc&Uy t-cacisps awfsy t'resu s«ch a 
( \ \ easo-as oafhised in ps as rex; es, For sxsasp ? - ! 

ddeeaoo si5 Hans» <n she doeiors office, ttegaRiless, the .<-/•:--•<.';;•-.!• cosKbinatiOis £:ih £« C;eet: 5 suggeO, or 
dpciose eihovss iispeeSi of ;hc preheat esaims. 
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CONCLUSION 

Applicants have made an earnest attempt to place this case in condition for allowance. 
For the foregoing reasons,, and for other reasons ■dearly apparent, Appiteants respectfully request 
Ml allowance of ail Claims, 

if the present application la not a! lowed and/or if one, or more: of the rejectione is 
rrnunisined. Applicants hereby request a telephone conference with the Examiner and Anther 
request that the Examiner contact the undersigned attorney to schedule the telephone conference. 

Applicants are enclosing with this Response a Petition for a One-Month Extension of 
Tims, Please charge the $60 extension fee and any other charges or credits to deposit 
aceouni 06-1051). 

Respectful 1 y s« h mi t ied , 

Fish A Richardson I s . 0, 
1717 Main Street 
Suite 5000 
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Thomas H. Roger It 
Reg. No, 47,892 



